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I do not take tine to address Posner’s writing about me from a sense of picque 

or resentment. There is no reason to expect any better once one realises that he is 

whoring with our history and, like those whqAcll their bodies, for pay. Compared to 

/ Aajl^ 

him tliese are decent people and thifcir sins against society /fiiuch less significant. By 
* rtt? 

tia«w time the rcaderi sees at’ that this book says on that matter, which will be less 


than is possible by far, there should be little doubt that it is a legitimate means of 
addressing Posner said as a person and as a writer and of addressing his thorough clis- 
himGstyjtliat is without question knowing dishonesty. In this he is consistent at each 
meaningful point in his book. 
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' -lie- i n-<3 onci d nis e i -i-n-it ^lilTJo^oulr^hcr-M-^-boDk # 

Silly, too# And. som times stupid, to say nothing of arrogant and less than rational 
in some of his criticisms# Some are quite dishonest, some reflect an abandonments of juge— 


ment to make 


a false argument# Those ho malce)/of me reflect his .inability and that of those 


who helped him to find a single, legitimate complaint or a ain&Leffactpal erroru The first 

on/ipf hi3 book is^ct uaf& t, too, became in 1965^I^did' not agree with his sense of value^ 

^ believes that 

for the booJ: I then wrote o/'Tifs" concept of importances in liis 1993 book7~iWt ne~ xhs a 
Cat; qld 1 record as a bad boy, and I do mean ^literally as a little boy, was important 

U'j 

for my first book, which as not about d Oswald but was. about the »ar barren Report, 
ezplicitly stated in the title, Whitewash: The Report on the Vfarren Wept Report: ,led him 
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•Tliis also boa3T3 on another permeating Posner dishonesty we have alroad\^dresse0l 
an d which later will get more attention* Here he says that I published six books on the 
JFK assassination but yr in his bibliography, on pcdp 5Q3, he lists only fibe* The one )pl 
^tt 5 he omits from his bibliography is one that was published commerciallyx- as he knows* 

i 

It also is one lie uses in his book without refering to his source, and it is one to which 
he dares notiefer the reader because it would prove, as cf^have seen, that he retired the 
CIA's favors to him by covering uJpgmxST^hat the spookeries kept from all the disclosed 
official Records, that as a Marine the man later the only official candidate for assassin 
was trusted with a rather high security clear.ince* An honest^riter , which Posner is not 
andj^es not intend fay%/ 9 would at th Iswt have noted this important information sup- 


pressed from all officialT^orecords. 

In c h idi n g me for not reporting what was not relevant to my book, Posner's 
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to this stupid criticism in liis footnote on page 1 1 : 


Harold Weis- 

berg, in the first of his six self-published books attacking the Warren Com- 
mission, does not even inform the reader that Marguerite and Lee lived with 
the Pics. He covers the entire period by writing: “In August 1952, Oswald 
and his mother moved to New York City, where an older, married Bon by her / / L- 

first marriage also lived“ (Whitewash /, p. 9). L'- / 

fine-tooth comb yields only liis own dandruff when he can lower him- 
self to this kind of childish complaint. Why in the world was even the little I said 
necessary in a book that analyzes tho work of the Commission? /J& 

Can it be that after writing two books about German Nazis and having gotten the 
obvious major help he has in this one from the CI^The acT Hally believe5 that he has 
Lhe right and obligation to ordain what others should tiling and consider relevant in 
their writing ahd^^^rLticsize them if they do not? 

He is^n^S«§l in his criticisms of me, as will be obvious. y 

— IaAisvL *• • 

Tv/o pages later, still another criticism of my writiJXgJabout the Commission, not 
about Oswald/ he protests in his footnote on page 15, referring to~lcxijrthe opinion of 
Oswald still as a child by the psychiatrist ^feenatus Hartogs , ,r Weisberg tells of the test 

but does not quote any of Hartogs’ s conclusions ." They are needed in a book abihut the 

| 

Commissi on^ Jell . if that is liis standard, pught he not be judged by it? j I , 

I iKi 9 9 y fe* Miy* a* * 

How can he justify not s^jaing anything 'about problems? - 

As a New York Times headline on its March 29, 1975 story reports of him, 

"Psychiatrist Guilty of Sex Inducement Must Pay #$550,000." 

Hartogs 1 defense was tliat &££ to a tumor he could not liave sex. But as the Times 

forme r " 

reports, "Two other women, one an actress, the other a ^schoolteacher, testified.... tliat 
they hg.d had sexual relations with Dr. Hartogs on liis advice." 

Tho issue of TIME Magazine dated four days later gave Hartogs' prv/ctise of psy- 
chiatry the wa* Posner deems indispensible in a bopk about the Warren Commission almost 


a page, with 


V* 4 / . \jj 
i-O pdctxre 


pdetfre and that of the w ODian^who sue9 


A*t*i i 


ae with lier was tliat 


hma HKxah m "they liave sex ti? rase her guilt feelings over hey- guilt over an earlier sexual 

>iua n*^ ; " Db .fiutsdin \t jfU. ( fin 


liaison with a woman. 
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I liave it in a file clearly / marked, Hartogs, Renatus, unliidden. 

You used Hartogs as a source, Gerald; I didn't# Does not a writer with integrity 


check to determine whether a potential source is dependable - or has any publis record 

of ohfy kind that can raise questions about him ^nd his dependability, his character, any 

efan urn ~ 

judgement on his opinions when it is his unilateral, not a judicial opiniin* you cite, 

care 

Do you care so little for your own reputation or/so little for your^ readers .J 

tbsrfc youjSe ^tSo - to " criticize me^ 5*or not including what was not relevant^ toTmy book# 
x ^ fyakijtyuy else 

Bell nowl, glass-house mavon,liow about what /you omitted about Haetog^i in that 

* -jf 

ame Til IE article on tliat "analytic guru'V you find N so dependable/ you criticize not only 


U*aL ^ 1 

me, but a dozen otlxSiT^tliei'S'Tor not writir^ ye ws ag^wnaVV ot i - a ttr i 


rb uto ouoh im - 


•pogt anoo to mt no w^you uould have read as you would have seen in my Hartogs file in 
which you had no interest: 

„ "In 1953f as a psychiatrist at Youth House, he diagnosed a disturbed 15-year old 

bdjy'acT dangErms 'potentially dangerous.' The bay was Lee Harvey Oswald, and Hartogs later 
parlayed the brief experience *±±fc:~into a quick book on Oswald and J ack Ruby (The Two 
Assassins » written with Freelancer Lucy Freeman)#" 

But if you had no interest in Hartogs' commercialization of the JFK assassination 
based on his "brief experience" with Oswald and none at all with Ruby, then you would 
not have been interested in or wanted to let your readers know that the literary agent 


on that deal was Maxwel 1 .W illcLno on , who was'i^Lsd' the pgent of the CIA'S E# Howard ^unt. 

/UjU ^ ml / pLyrttfj/J tU 'Hii 

Wilkinion told me t hio himsel f (Std^you certainly would not liave been interested iq/ithe 
fact y^u could have learned from Uho ' s Who . tliat Sunt used as his cover addeess in New 
York tliat of Littauer and V/i lining on , 500 Fifth Avenue* (There is a Littauer foundation 

jt 

tli ' ns CIA used to hide thr? Cl* as the source of money it wanted handled in secret, but 
I have not checked tliat one out to see what Iattaur was of tliat CIA foundation.)" 

Your criticism of me is tliat in my book tliat was not oni Oswald, remember, I did 
tell "Of the tests" but "jAot any of %rtogs conclusions*" Caro to stack the legitimacy of 
your criticism aginst your own record in wliich yoiyAmalce Hartogs relevant? ef p\ia HiouT ^ 


w v,- *r.v '■ • ‘Alf T »’ V 1 - • r , - 




'enjoyed his practise so much he "waived his fee, hired 

her as a ^ typist and paid her (my emphasis) S3 a letter for typing "hundreds of 

letters." £p” used her ^or quite some time, according to the trial evidence. 

The Hew York judicial system vaS not impressed by Hartogs' "opinion." Is there 
any reason to believe it was more trustworthy with a boy? 

But here! here! Gerald Posner! Where do yoq get off criticizing others for the ^ 

evant in my writing J j> 


sources they use and me for what I do not say l n o t tha t it wat 



becaaua^it- was on th - — Co mmon, -net 


Cv/hen you write this book you knew would 


be heavily promoted, would reach many people, and you do not tell them what you could 
easily have learned about Hartogs? <4 Z/f 

In a footnote on page 1 ^Posner critici^^s me qhen he talks about "Oswald's 
early fascination with Communisrii. " He says, "Harold Weisberg writes that fci3 attraction 
to ^ociLiunism only makes sense when l^bhe possibility of Oswald' t^being somebody's agent 
is considered ' • " This, I believe, is a bit of Posner's Tricky Dockery. He lias me 
saying tliat of the youthful Oswald, when he was a 


I am confident 


I did not say that of tho boy. But then, did Posner find it useful for Ids book and his 

readers to tell them tliat Oswald's favorite book was Orwell's The ^njmal Farm? 

Tsk, Tsk, herald Posner, hpw did you wd^that in your exhaustive study of the 
t W ->yiW & M lW\f H 

* iTarred Commission test 


^TTiat Came ouTlHIen one of those under-educated arines so 


testimoS 

hapny to help the government (and get a little attention from it) was trying to help 
Gomnission coun el /esley iiiebeler make a case for Oswald as a red. It begins, if anyone 
wants to check, on page 294 of Volume VII. The witness is n e isn n Delgado. Herns trying, 

, kjt> . ^ yXx. ^ 

with some difficulty, ofc explain the me'ssage of The 2 Lniwal f ami. ; ' 'e did not kxHKxi 
recall the title but from his belabored account of what Oswald explaiend to him trim 
about Ids favorite book, L^ebeler identified it for Delgado. IcJSie end^-etnd tfpis contin- 
ued for about a printed page* Licbeler told Delgado,"It is actually supposed to be (sic) 
quite an anti-Communist classic. "If by chance Ifrsner misled this when he rwa read all t 
that tesimony lie said he read ancl even indexed, he would have had trouble missing it in 
3. (pages 97 - 3 ) 

Well, g^ven Posner '3 record, he could have "missed" it, too. After all, did he 

_p 

not mis3 in the book he persists as representing tliat I wrote about Oswald whn even 
its title soys it is on tbe Commission^ my quotation of Oswald's writings in which he 

referred to f tluL Russian leaders as "fat, stinking politicians" and lambasted those 

1 M */ i 

in the United States for betraying themeslve 3 an^ the working class? 

Orwell as a favorite books i 3 a new kind of Communist. Posner's kind. 

Before Posner exhausted, temporarily, that is, the supply of gnats at which he 

could strain on Page^ 2 u lie into a little more substance, jhe get into it in his own 

special way-crookedly. Referring to Oswald as reincarnated Buffalo Bill with a rifle he 




__ . %u t 

ta k i n g his Oswald's e^i* mother 'Gd^Innie Oakley. 

His footnote begin," Harold V/eisberg stated that Oswald's marksmanship 5 

/■»•» ^ 71 

vPosnor sure is cufe in Emitting citations. It malce 3 it easier to deceiver 



JlAJUm 


- WrP LOr; 

ti' o. ile docs nob cite th: page, or the book, T^at malces checking'^him out impossible for 
^others. 

({a) 

But I did: remember writing about that in the book first published in 1965 so 
knew where to look for it. 

f 

Posner prefers not/occepting the official Marine Corps evaluation of Oswald's 

IWJ' X a'Uc X /W- P** 1 ^ 

marksmanship r as aid the Commisson* toc a uso neither liked it. (JG£ll f maybe they are 
entitled to their own tastes. Bu~\- forcing' them on someone else is a different matter. 

So the^ dug Up a good 1 ol' guy 03 / and^^^nmisoioned officer bath of whom ere 

were quite willing to say tliat the $ ssassinstion* were not at all difficult and wellprr 
within Oswald's capabilities.— ^ * 


^wroto / 

Tlte full line/ that Posner ^br^wo^to 


"that Posner T fe*eei»o / to condencse is in the first of th e Whitewash 
aeries, on j>ago 25 : "Oswald * 3 marksmansldp in the Marine Corps, several years earlier, 
was poor, despite the efforts of the Report to establish otherwise.' 1 

Firing a rifle is a mechanical sld.ll.To preserve the skill - meaning with Oswald 
the one lie never had - one ha3 to practice regularly. There is no record of his ever 

t 

having done that. The point ^was making is that of ter several yerx s his skills, if any, 
would be even less. 

Five pages later published that Marine Corp official evaluation and official 

opinion in^acsimilc . Does one suppose that Posner qas so blear ly-w^ed from Ids unending 
lUK 7 ^ ‘ 4) 

s^tUdiee-of records tliat although his eye was shartr enoug to spot four words from a 
longer entedee in a page of several hundred wonj^s he could not see tliat Marines official 
report that takes up more than half a page? 

Colonel A..G.Folsom, Head, Records Branch, Personnel department, by Direction 
ihf tho Com m a nd ant of the Marines Corp (certainly not in the opinions class with a good 
ol* boy nimeoni, is liS), wrote the Commission: "T$o Marine Corp considers tliat any 
reasonable application of the instructions given to Marines should permit them to 
become qualified at least as a marksman. ... Consequently, a low marksman qualification 
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^Ijari table / 

A less o lior it t o — person might be unwilling to attribute this Posner omission 
s ridiculous J 

to make the falsa ^ase that Oswad was old Buffalo Hill himself^ to the presumed strain 

^ 1 . 
of liis close and longplasting study of all those Commission ten millilTn/'w ords . Such 

an uncharitabl^/fcrson cauld not^fchat of the fiotes Posner lias on this, Folsom^s3 


GxtRdidcHzxixsxx testimony is cited in i-tv* 

m, rfyt. sip ■ 

mis ion is cited in the fetith. L *“' 


^ of .this siz^Ls 


the exhibit he gave the Com- 


th0msDfxtlieKs::c±tat±Qns>::t0xpagaz3?x; 
s:itoc:c0ihKE^sa^. : ifiofaert^zin: laxschocl *:■ :and::tMzs 0 £Gnd£zpag 0 x 26 ?:clmz:.:th 0 :v 0 nfciE:*:z|iagn- x 

pu±isdzc#fa:: 

A 

'W 

But he did not see my J/ore thin a half -page facsimile reproduction of this 
official Marine Corps evaluation of Oswald as a lousy slubt? VJhen he read that cheater 
of jny bohk with such care he could pick out just the four words of that short sentence 
he wanted to quote? Or my disappointir^liim in not reporting that Lee and his mother 


lived (filth Robert Pic briefly in New York. And that I did not liave tfir/high op^inion 
of ^ortogs ae-h&JESTin wliat he used tisflTin liis book on Oswald tliat was not relevant 
in ray book on the Commission. 


7- *.i. 
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(l CO into tiiis in considerable 
publication as iy*ite this.) 


(detail in my book; 

in I1B3/ER AGAIN ! that is bjong prepared for 
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iodicotos a fairly poor 'sho V..A^- 4 ^ 


Or, -pcrhap?— , could tills bo the reason pOsner did not give) the book and page 
number* Well, if the Commandant of the whole y IWited States Marines Corp is not a good 

v AtAt r 

enougn authotity for tli Posner who liave a preference for the J im Moores and Carlos 

n 

abirncuirrs , well, maybe he is right to criticzie me* 


But he is criticizing me for feeing accurate and truthful (because I was faithful 

f a # a 

to the liighest opinion that can come from the Marines* {- 7 

w£th tliis an illustration or (fair comment , F e a ner 1 ^ criticism of me for 

using what I regarded as ^iiigh'^^thority, what '.an be said about Posner himself - 

i£ anyone had the chance? He spent all that time in those CpmiiTJssion volumes, 

j Jv 

wHeVe the report of firing tests he is less tha# accurateTfm el 3 ev;here in his / % 

K klo hffL'i /AW 

book^ are published in the form of swom^teatimony^ ^dy flo y ou -Jare 3 ^ the very best 
shots in the country failed tp duplicate the shooting attributed to Oewaldm and that 
under greatly improved conditions jly hsk fhy * Ja* fJu. IsCYH'ttl 

Is it getting to the poimt where nothing Posner says can be taken to be all there 

t 

its to say and that often his word cannot be taken at all? 

I .lure am sorry, though, that he lias so low an opinion of the Commandant of the 

entire Marine Corp of the United States of America* Disapplointed^ Really. 

Aside from wiiat I Quoted earlier from Pa :ner* acknowledgement he lias mentioned me 
yt Iwtio tK hi. 

fiva tunesfT3eTore he refers' to me ^n Kige 414. There the kind of fine gectelraan, the 
careful and honest writer, the appreciative guest tliat Posner is rises and is res- 
*p lendent; 

“In 1966, Harold Weioberg published Whitewash! he omitted the identifying sub- 
title and there are for books to the Whitewash series, but then, as his own fn&tnote 
reflects, that first bok wa 3 published in 196 ^.), the first in depth attack on the 
Warren Report* (in fact it was the first book on it*) Tids sentence then follows, 

WffjB3berg, who later published another five books on the case, was a former Senate in- 
vestigator fefj .10 had been dismissed for possibly leaking information to the press*” /$s is 
not at all uncommon for Posner 






ul 


here bgain there ifino source note* Certainly this is not something a respinsible 

writer would say without some substantial reason for sajdng it, something other than 
vU \Ua& /UiL'iZjt' oM *) 1^13 if 


<lW (luf /U wU*' 

hearsay.(Especially, because 


X 19$), long before he was bom and could have had personal knowledge. 

The one accurate, well, almost accurate statement is that I vas "dismissed." I 

*n/ 

still was mid could haVc remained on the payroll. It was my decision not to. 

At the time of the incident I was not a committee investigator and had not 
been for some time. I was its editor even far the four months I was borrowed^/by^Iie 
De])artraent of Justice to help it in a sensational prosecution of the era,~#Tits 1938 
prosecution of more than sixty defen ants in a conspiracy .ease against coal operators 
and their deputized gun thugs in "Bloody Harlan^ case ^ Today xeiT" know how bloody 

the operator resistance toTBtTunion organization of those mines in deep southeastern 

l 4jr » — 

Kentucky v/as. My work i^ere was ( this sati3f oritory ("""although I am not a lawyer I v/as 
recommended for employment by Booay fc aon t by t*ie man in charge of its criminal divi- 
sion I decided against it, preferring what I was then doing, preparing the record of 
one of tlie most significant Senate investigations of that era for publication and to -be 
-aft accurate^ recoM^of the history of the country it records* 

That committee had no classified information of any kind. Hot ever* If it had, 
however, I would not even have known about it* My job was to prepare the nubile record 
record fo± publication* This involved getting the stenographic record of the hearings and 

rts set in f type^Tirst 


he also does not give the date* what he writes about *e 

£ 


the attendant exhibits and the reports 


type/TTirst there were "galley" proofs, 


then page proofs so that corrections could be made* 

Thoj'e hearings were public* Not on^Cn "executive session." To each the press and 
any person who wanted to be there wc^^^dmitted. Nothing secret there, either. ^There were 
no xerox machines in those days and the cost of extra copies of the stenographic transcripts 
was prohibitive. So, for tlie press and for scholars and students, I always had extra 
copies of those proofs "pulled" by the printing office. For out-of-town reporters, of 
whom I remember Xzsy ^tone, later one of the most respected of reporters and commentators 
in the country, then at the Nqw York Post * Others came to my office and examined them or, 


Vi^’V.v.S'V 
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when there were enlugh copies remaining and printing was close, reporters could borrow 
copies* Of the citizens vjho came to ray office to stu dy the proofs instead of stenographic 
transcripts I remember /tfie sister-in-law of Supreme Oourt Justice hZgo Black* • 

* 4 * 

These proofs, which were “he stenograohic transcripts of the public hearings, 

. Orto illxUUy 

did not and could not hold and secrets and every wotfd h ad -b oon in ^public * 


They were 

of already-held, public hearings. Not a word was unknown, publicly « 

^o there was nothing in th&h that could be " leaked 1 " because there was not a word 
in them that was not already publish, 

When a reporter was speaking to ono of my superiors on the committee staff and 
asked about a hearing, I as told to give liim a set of proofs of that hearing, which I did. 

Nov/ it happened, as i3 not usual in the Congress, the chairman of that committee 
had decided that he liad already reaped all the y^olitical e b e nfi t possible for hi 3 next 
election campaign from those hearings, feared if he continued it would cost him con- 
tributions^ to hi s - n ex t camp aigi. 

But the already-planned next set of hearings then would not have been held. The 
superior who sent tliat reported to me so he could report that proceding verbatim and I 
were among those wanting the committee to continue for those next already-planned hearing • 
Others on the staff agreed with the ^ chairman. They believed that they also had reaped 
all tho benefit to their careers possible for them from those jobs, and they also wanted 
tliat committee to die do they could move Upward. ^hi3 was possible because of the prestige 
of having served on that committee, (it was then known as "the Senate ^ivil -Ciberties 
Committee"). In order to do tnat they had to control the staff, and one means of doing 
tliat was to assert power and intimidate those who wanted the committee continued. Of them 


I was tho junior, the youngest and the most vulnerable. #SC and I wa 3 openly lobbying 
along with others in private life for the committee's continuation. So, on the trumped-up 
impossible charge, of "leak! tho public record, I was fired. And I 
continued, rather than^eldjig/e^loyment , to continue to help in tliat lobbying. 


r~) 




It was successful, the committ^'s life was continued with a new Senal^e resolutiibn, 


at those hearings, o/ythe abuses of agricultural workers by corporate farms in California, 






LI 




wero held. Thbse agricultural workers were not illegal immigrants from A ' A e:dco. 

* andtokanaas^ t. 

They had bee^ farmers in OldahomZT^idother states no^JT i*- whose farms were ruined by 1) if 

( / du 3 t storms of tliat era. When they wtghi migrated to California seeking jobs so that 
in those Croat G Depression days they, they wives and their cliildren would not starve, 
they were known s '.'Oldes" and "arkies." 

Tliat was long ago and most of those who may read J^liave no way of knowing about 


the terrible conditions tliose hearings exposed so, they could be corrected. 

ib Quito • . „ 

But there are some who may have roacT Jolir/Stelnback' s book^J Or seen the Hgery 
Henry Fonda movie on TV rerun. Tliat will enable people to decide whether what I was 
part of, bringing those terrible conditions to light, was a worthwhile thing or not. 


It was for being part of what made that possible that I was fired. 

xJ 

3d /be un derstood -of 1 


and tliis is not at all what Posner intended 


his once again, 


Tricky -Wire Di^ckery writing in which he misleading slurs only. 

At the time he wrote this and those other slurs intended to disparage me and my 
work, we were in a friendly relationship, phoned me, we exchanged letters, he referred 
by phone £ nd fn letters that he and hi3 wife hoped to visit us again, and when his 
book was v.oing published, in outlast conversation, he said he ho p ea I would like what 

f) nAuf 

he said about me in his coming book. This is -to say t na t - a 3 is obvious in any event, if 


AaJ 


T 


he had intended other than he ckUl in ^his regularly repeated nasty comments about me he 
could have learned the truth from me. He &new I would be^s he praised me^f open with 
him. did write in his Acknow lodgements (page 504 ) that o J all the people with whom he 


V' T, WWWS,? ■' ■>': »,VV‘ . • 


bad any coriact in preparing his book I am the only one he singled out to say 

" % 

"His attitude toward sharing information is lefreshing." 1 et he did not check this or any- 
thing olse with me. What he wrote and published is therefore what he^ anted to and it is 
designed to vcflect on mo, my character and my work. It has no other purpose. *t was 
not in any sense necessary to wliat he .as saying, that I had published five more books 
on tho JFK assassination f^3ut suppose lie had believed tlia^necessary and he wanted to 
bo an honest writer and to tell his loaders what there was about those who wrote books 
before he did. What else could ho have said about mo that could have told his readers 
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Or that, when General Donovan wee eh± did not believe that justice had been done 

to a team of four OSS mep who had volunteered for a very dangerous parachute drop be- 
__ yy f d fit s 

hindTlazi lines in i’ranceT^ftor - tliidr c oirvict*6nnn^ and tE5y were serving 

_ '• 

sentoaes tlio job of investigating it was given to me. The Os? did not lack for fine 


lawyers. 0i£o later become a Supreme Court Justice, another, no relative the general 
but also named Dinovan, negotiated spy swaps with the USSR, got the U-2pilpt Gary 
Powers and the Day of Pigs prisoners back. Six weeks after I was given that job, those 
men were ree-' free. 


•'^rru^rv? 'd7>r r 
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‘\.ln Pociner*s bpolc all oilier thaij him are "buffs," If he could at all honest he 

would recognise^ tiiat he fits ha,;; own term of deprecation better than lirot^tjfers 

, /l tliArt+X 

working in the filed in "firms of^ prior professional experience, length of time working 
in the field and information developed, not a single fact of value being attributible 
to Posner, not even after that Nosenko interview. So, in his finder references to me, 

I am a "buff" to Posner. There is, to this self -described 'T/all Street lawyer," 
notldng professional about this partial account of a long life and the work I've done. 

•vs it relates to liin, "mark" would be more appropriate , as we shall see more than we have 
already seen. 




SWflms • • .’O 


* 11 /^ 

what he afTsupposedly addressing in his book, tho qualifications of those who wrote 


M books on the subject^ 

Would it have hep" helped his readers and the historical record he was making if 
he had reported that in about 1952 or 1955 1 had helped another reporter win that^/e 
year's mcbas ^ulitzer price for local reporting? 

Or tliat ray writing was syndicated nationally before I was 20 years ojd? 

Or that when. I as an intcllgence analyst in World War II General "Wild Bill" 

Donovan honored and decorated me for my work, which included trouble-shooting and 
delicate jobs for tho White H^cjase*? [ Q ^ /P 

Or that, in the words of the late repected judge of the federal district -ooyr, 
court, G erhard Gessell, as reported in The Washington Post of January 17, 1978, 
referring to the disclosure of some 9p, ninety-thoua^nd pages of FBI assassination- 
& related records then in process,/ those "records would not now be coming to light 
were it not for earlier freedom of information by Weisherg.y Tliis led to a congressional 
change in tho law, opening the door to FBI investigatory records*” „ / A . . 

These tilings are all true, a 3 are more, yet none was as ^pertinent in what Posner 
thought he had to toll liis readers and^ecord for out history as he deliberately conj^bived 

It !y\ JiasL 

aft I 1 J .3 cliaracter he here reveals- hoi rv~ what At in, Mn snrrrTT^nT casting of doubt oh 

- 1 . A 'vid Llcm - if 

my character for a nonexisting offense that raisesT questions aboutH; r ustiw orthiness • 

rri • ‘ A 

Tliis -wtf of Posner's many indulgences of his nastiness streak enables readers to 

form their own evaluations of him as it does of me* 


does acknowledge that 1 punlished six book3 on the JFK assassination* “^e says 

cwiJ /Ui* Si* ^{ h/ ^Jvx oM fh^ui aMU- h ti hi aJJ f iU>4- jv svUo 

- not "a froryL about their content, tliat is not contrived - ' adverse" criticismi That in, thp $ 

contcnt^tm r-t^ icy liavu, wha t t hey dld ~br: 


ee criticis 

briiiL /ot a word about me being responsible 

lot the amending of FOIA. so tliat the secret and embarrassing records would be available 


to all, including the Posners were were the beneficiaries wihto without having done a 

° ^ fill***' 

single t^jing to earn tliat benefit to ^^Gm^lfotliing abi(it those many documenst I brought 
to light and published in facsimile 30 tliat peopoe could see them as theVctually existed 
whe/j^hey were held secret* But then if Posner had done tliat he could not have deceived 


his readers and the record for history into believing that those he used without 


attributing them to my work and- on a iu zy hat 1 ed-4he-readr ?rs t o boli e v e-they^ were tho ^ 
!\ivn ^ 

reswii-of his own work. To carry this msTt intent forward he was careful in his Acknowledge- 
ments not to mention that he also obtained copies of those records when he and his wife 
had unlimited accesTs to them and to our copier. Her accounting is that 

she made// seven hundred and twenty four copies for the book. In more than six hundred 

/ com 'U/rltM' /VYW*?J 

^ pages Posner fpund neither rhe ihtei^t yin saying it nor the space for it. But 


he did find space for his quoted nd-ege pres^ misrepresentations and insults. 

And thus, theawigout his book, my wor^ he represents as his work. 

Not content with the contrivance addressed above, in his very next sentence 
Posner writes ,'^fobert Blakey said his (my) "rhetoric was so obscure, his arguments so 
dependent on accusations rather than logic, the effect of [his] work was to make complex 
issues confusing." Posner does not say why Blakey -ycelt he had to criticise my work under 

Tty v 

conditions that precluded p responding. Relevant i3 what Posner says at the ti>p of the 
same* page: 


In its own reexamination of the case in the late 1970a, the 
House Select Committee investigated the first generation of crit- 
ics and found their work wanting in terms of fairness and accu- 
racy. Robert Blakey, the Select Committee's chief counsel, said 
that many early critics "had special axes to grind. As a result of 
our investigation, the Committee found that 'criticism leveled at 
the Commission . . . [was] often biased, unfair and inaccurate 
. . . [and] ... the prevailing opinion of the Commissions perform- 
ance was undeserved.' " 2I v 



’.'i 
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And 






t\?fi 


As Posner also knows, Ivas the first of that 'flfirst generation of ^0ritics* n 
as he should know from his claimed, if not feigned, familiarity with that -e co.ri ±±c &$ 
cor unit tee 1 s work Blakey began each hearing with wnat he styled as a /^arration. ".He 


styJL^a as a y xl arration« ,, .ne 

/A 

f Ine filing ills prove , liftd--4kat 


feq cnxt cited the work of critics he intended to examine 
was— the unhidden i intent as he ran that committee* 

But there was one exception: Blaicey nev*r once mentioned my, name and never once 

cJzi f /ltfk£( 

ciieetl a single word from any of my bodes that he could criticize x>r fefute * * 
frr+>> 

This is typical of Posner, as by now should be more than apparent* He lumps 
n ivfct* i <v\ 

cjtgether tks.z d^Q^not belong together and thus condemns all* hike hi3 reference to the 
single ssassination nut Jim Iioore alone as "some*" 

flBlakey had to liave some explanation for never once addressing anything I said 
or $:ote so ho made up wliat hundreds of letter:: and pjpone calls from jrfi school 

children say they could understand what Bla^^coiild 

I an the one critix Blakey dared not say a word about in those hearings or reports 
or~t6 ny face or to in any way entice any response from me, as Posner should have known. 
Bj/lkey had additionalfeasons for wanting to say some tiling bad about me because I Has 

tk 

the credited source - I never sought anonymity - of many stories expo3ing^transgre$3ion 
of liis committee during i/'s life, ±xr eminently-ployed stories f r cocoas t to coast, Blekey 
was never able to make response, not to any one of thorn* 

J) o, what is Posner really up to in this part of liis book, other than running all 
others down, mixing legitimate critics in with the illegitimate to give the illegitimate 
credibility. This was nsy with a Hark Lane to tar all others with, what Posner does nexet r) 
(page 415) It is hardly possible not to find more than jus^.fied criticism or Lane^but 
that relates to Lane and to him alone, not to all others, the sense in which Posner writes 
his\ ritiesm* In a footnote on page 415 , for once i ms r ctatod >- snrH who — understa t e , en t - with 


lbs neap-i*-- -more- often to -be Po u nd when ho annot avoid - not mnk i. mr unf nvarahl p rr iticis m , 
•V ° r / on ly 

he says(l sojLd, u Harold Weisberg believes 4ane is interested in self-promotion and money, 
and says that Lane "largely* cribbed f ron his book Whitewash * " 

fhw 


-1 


(Criticism of Lane as a liteSary t h e ig f thief coming from Posner, an expert 


1 


A 


& 


^ LflC (U. iCt^iiLdLU-^-^n ^ flu Iv4jv*y M <> !‘ 

practitioner of tliatt craft, as we have seen and ;.a well we ahall see again?) 

Posner did, remember, "crib"the basis of his book from that fi£teen-ye,r-old Lui 

I / fW*} 

boy and palmj/Ltoff as his Tran "enhancement 11 work. .Thai is not nil by any means but it 
// , y OsjavYU*- aJgJU^ ' 

should serve to remLn^iie reader that tlie u//ilosecL c -.oeTa^-been mdde, 


$3 he continues his determined effort to put me and my work down, giving not 
once in his six hundred pages found time to give even/ the remotest hint of what that 


t* 


work is dr those^ books say, he reflects either his ignorance, which he does display 

'V ‘and \both of which help him create a false record 

more often tlian I will take tini^ToV^HX his dishonesty^E} rgnfelxan c yfe d M£ Jt dRw t 7 ritxisx±h gx 
in Ids determined effort to pretend that nobody else did any real work in the field, 

andxhBBXlxgs±x±i:v« he lias this footnote on Page 420: 

"Researchers did not discover the existence of the card index unti//v/eeisberg sued 
for the Dallas field office files in 1978* and the index was disclosed in 1980#" 

This efer 3 to a secret index that is part of the FBI's standard operating pro- 
cedures in what" Sfc to it are politically-sensitive casej^ "Researchers," as Posner well 
knew, did not just "discover" it# I "discovered", if that is how Wall Street lawyers 
refe:^ to years of hard work, «l^heu^ij.ts existence was caref ulJ^hidden in all the dis- 
closed JFK assassination records, in a different case entirely and in records produced 
in tliat King assassination case by the Chicago FBI office ^ ^It was not merely "dis- 
closed," as Posner puts^it voluntarily bp the FBI, it was litigated^ beeause* jis he avoids 
tolling hi 3 readers, avoiding getting the FBI to dislike him in every possible way , the 
FBI had li-d about its existence# 

He knew the truth because ba& I showed him those two full file cabintes pluji two 
full drawers, ten liner liner feet o^j /xeroxes of what was originally forty- two feet of 
three by fiVe oard index cards, as I do with all others who come to pse those records# 
It is the only index to those records available# 

c, 

So, first Posner pretends that it was not the most diffiult kind of litigating that 

A 

resilted in the disclosure of all the quarter of a million pages of JFK assassination 
record to wldch ho had access lie re, and then, such being his genuine interest in the 
book upon wldch lie as engaged, an entirely different book thajfr he described to me, he, 



(See Post Mortem, /p t >. 400,^437-40, 445-7 , 451, 470-1, 606-7 , 624-5.) 
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personally, made no use of it at all* 

'Aiis makes obvious that when ho was here he did not give a di^an about all the 

FBI's information pertinent to the shooting and to the witnesses and the Zapruder film* 

Relevant to the evidence relating to the shooting, I filed two FOIA lawsuits, 

tlvjf first la leading to the amending of the Ant to open FBI and similar files to 

FOIA. access. In his definitive book he finds none of this worth reporting and when 

f 

lie hadaccess to all the results of all the scientific testing, including what he comes 
close to ignoring entirely in his book, the results of the neutron activation testing ^ 
of the ballistics and bal li 3 tiQ^-r elated testing, he did not even peek at those results* 
Had he, he might, and I Say "mighj' 41 because his morals, ethids, professional and 
personal dishonesty, cannot be entirely ignored, have found it difficult to report those 
phony conclusions of his* 

He knew the results from Post Kortem and even after that he asked me not a single 

question, nor did lie ask for copies to be sent him* 7 

— - The neutron- activation testing of the paraffin casts made of Oswald's cheek 

the day of the seas assassination prove that Oswald did not fire a ri]/fe*7^f 

Posner 1 s handling of/ v 

geflBBcftgS3ra3Cxfc^d^ reference to that index and what it leads to, as reported 

OV\C£s CUjf^n/ ofwV 

above, are »©• unintded sylf-discriptmon. 

continue this, not intending it at all, on the next page where once again he 
goes out of his way to give little or no value to this litigation or the information 
it yielded. He iefers to one small part of that lav/suit, for the results of all the 
scientific testing, what relates to the spectrogrpaliphi testing of a Dealey Plaza 
durbstone. He has to misrepresent that elsewhere in the book and, m usual, he is up to 
^hat dishonest. We address the su ^atoo o l noi^ r eC Here he says," although the Warren 
Commission discusded and relijPd on the results of the Bureau's spectrographic test 
in its final report, the FBI steadfastly refused to give Weisberg the underlying data. 

To many, that obstinacy. added to the growing public perception that the government had 
something to hide in the Kennedy case/ But to Lesar it does not neaeeaar necessarily 
indicate cover-up as much as the bureaucratic mind-set of the agencies." attributes 




cover^the - FBI*s -ass lie to J im Lesar by adding a direct quotation from him that 


was not in referenco to this particular matter at all but was a general statement of 

\.<^ „ 

our^ xperience whence’ sar represented me in all those lawsuit. 


Whether from his subject-matter ignorance^ obvious to wo one with real subject- 

, x ^ 

matter lcnowelge in reading liis book, & from his dtermined effort to protect the 

^ 

official assassination mythology all he can, or from what ,par£T^pciot ignore in this 
small-minded man who has such an exalted opinion of himself, his mendacity, what I 
quote directly lias errors in it. 

One is that the FBI never formulated the results ofits supposed curbstone^ 
testing. Another is that not liaving them they could not have given them to the Com- 
mission! jv fife? , A 

If as he never intended being, Posner wa3 an honest man writing an honest book, 
he could not have made any such reference to the 101*3 and the CMnmisiion*s actafil 

iWOl dJ & 

record, the FBI e£- not maid*# any formal r4-po report on 8Bgp=ef its JFK assassination 

H ietiilU rj.i J) r 

Laboratory testing and^tho ConmiissiohTW accepti® that and pretending to the opposite, 

that the FBI ojtid done what it did not do. 

As the records in this lawsuit, C. A. 75-0226, are specific in when 

the FBI was compelled by the court to deliver the filmed 3pectrogra/hic te&t pi tjne 

that curbstone ^/it pretended it could not be found, alone cJr of all those ^ 

/vvwi^ * 

in spectrograpliic testing, the means by which the test is race. ViheVt) called upon to 

^ W ^ G* l d / 

explain this in court, where nor /ally hearsay is not accpe table, unwswoim an /retired 

FBI agent djj alleged to have _£aid that he is not certain but he thinks that little 

piece of film was "destroyed to save space." A single piece of film save?d any space at 


all in these FBI files so massive they cannot be imagined? /uid then there is the 
aJlupJ - 

fact that this^ destruction was strictly prohibited by lav// and by regulations. 

But as the co^tt^^eptedvfe what is not ccceptable to American courts, so also did 


convoluted di^onesty,. who 


this man who boasts he was a ,f Wall Street lawyer". 

Those "many" .to whom Posner ^ferc in teiTtffis 
VrML Hk iVUt 
li\C3ays toek what the FBjTdid in that lawsuit as evidence of deliberate withhold, do not 

exist. Few knew* about it and none discucj^sd it with me.l^t is another on P 0 sner*s straw 
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There is little as palpably, completely and intendedly false as Posner's 




contrived justification of tin Phi’s complete misrepresentation of this testing and 


Jr 


then denying it to me an to tlic oplc through me.a&sks&sfiseiiBEi He attributes to no 

M ^ 

more than the FBI's "bureaucratic mind-set in litigation* "Cover-up" or suppression? 

Urror^b • Perish the thought, Posner says* (Page 421 ) 

A 

But/ if the FBI had not aujnresed the truth about its alleged testing of that 

o jLa&Iv**- 

curbstone, as without question Psner had to know when he contrived this excuse for it, 
j JFK assas sina tioA ^ 

the entire official^nythology would liave been impossible* That also mcwnfc > there 

would have be^t no possibility of the exploiters and comwercializers of the Posner 

jj-en^ry/ 

«*e5St^nriching themselves from their sycophancy* 




IfU f^lul m . uf dud, siMfl/U- / <-r^ 

•-s X. fill 9 I * - 

men ho- invents to covr Jiis pernjating dishonesty throughout the enjjre boolc^ y 1 //^ 

But is tjjfhot worth notinrjftn that when he spent three days here, interviewed 

me and <^was in touch with me thereafter ifby phone and by letter, he continues to have 

and my work he never once goes i nto ? 

only second-hand references to met* ""This is trucT throughout his book# 

xhronLjiout tliis chapter as well as most other parts of the book P 0 sner clear lit 

y0ft en * 

depends on work other tlian hits own that ho pretends is his w foh work^ he cannot cite 
correctly amd more often he twists and disi^otfts/ ^hus on page JfA 433 his footnote 

T\ aH 

quoting Iiarlc Lane roads, "ClaScr to the t»l, "Qxme predicted, 'When it is presented 

in c^guapt it (Garrison's evidence alleged evidence against Shaw]~jrt will shake ths 

this country ttxljbccgH atg as it has never been shaken before* (UPl)." 

civul flu .'WsUiu.tf fh He also 

If Posner had that newspapdr story \r{& would liavelfecT' the date)/ -awd^/ould not 
• ^ 

have been/rong iar^wlien it appeared. The trial aca wa3 two ye: rs later/and that was one 

/ w _ 

of Lane's first publis statements vilien he y got to 1 ew Orlo^ ans early in 1967# 

This is far from the only persuasive reason to believe that particularly v/hen hg. 

goes after that largest of available tn&gets, J im Garrison and along with him all who 
hold ' 

Msfccara what to Posner is not the only acceptable belief about the assassination and 

it3 investigations, Posner's information comes uncritically from others of 30 biased a 

source that he gets it all twisted# Ho also indu ylg es in his trickery with footnotes, 

as on Page 44Q# f/here his statement relating to me is a lie: "After he (garrison) spoke 
^ a • 

to Weisberg, he put aaEffiteac shooter in the Dal-Tex buildbng and cleared Oswald of 
firing any shots#" On Page 575 his end note reads, "Epstein, Counterplo t, p.78." 

Whether or not that is what Epstein wrote, it is a lie. It also is Irue that Epstein 


never once spoke to me, ever# Nor did Pgsrr? Posner do what is normal in responsible non- 
fiction writing, ask me about it# Why do that when the truth ho knew was available to him 

V ^ 

was so (tfonvertLent for his dishonest purposes? Here they are to link me with conspiracy 

jhoories not one ^bf which I have ever' t espoused and all of which when possible I debunked? 

A* 

Garrison never spoke to me about what Posner avoids indetifying, w fftfiK i ryfrx - w ig w t n 

A 

photogutpliic evidence in tli official records I printed in my second book for entirely 
different purposes# All those photgrapli^^re used to ralise 3ubstanital questions about 


1 


' 71 
0 


the gross negligence > in and di shone 'ey of the official 
not really investigating the leads in those photographs* 


investigators for 


Neither the FBI nor the Commission ever tried to get the e&ifri. original and an 
important photograph taken by Ike Altgens, Associated Press Dallas photographer. It took 

me a year of effort with the AP. I then took it to a photo lab operated by a retired FBI 

A - 

photographic expert for him to e u l p igo enlarge parfcyof tfiat picture that had been 
cropped f^rm the version in the Commission's evidence, which w as provided to it by the 
FBI, The unexploed leads relating to the Dal-Tex building a man above the cto\jl on 
the fire escape, never called as a witness, even though he 3eems to have been falling 
half-w y through the assassination^ and something projecting from an open window on the 
second floor, near that fire escape, 

Howtever Garrio0i mail have interpreted or misinterpreted those photographs, and I 

* M/ 

repeat, neither ho nor Epstein nor Posner ve ever discussed Vhefr with me, that liad nothing 


at all to do with 


Esau what I^snor al3c^ sneaks into tills sentence, Gariljsn only then 

* j,/ ^ 

n cleared Os. aid w of firing any shots," y Whicl f Carrison had said earlier in any event, V 
Posner cites notliing in my books to j#rt justify what I did not riaxsocaray 
write, thus he cannot cite it, ^etT^here was a shooter in that building. 

Still again, dirty, dishonest, prejudicial writing that lias no basis in fact and 
cannot be supported by whatever the end note cites. 

Again typicality, Posner has no citation for his footnote on this page. It is 
intendedly dishonest in seveighl way 3. One is to demean all who criticized the official 
mytR&lca^as amateurs and unserious* and flis point 'here is to include all # me in parti- 
cular as still another of tliose he refers t^as "buffs" and as of the same mind, knows 
both not to be truey^. Moreover, when it comes to professional qualifications in this work 
he has none other than wliatever he may have learned as he practiced hi3 boasted-off Wall 


Street" law. His record in this book, hnxBxgrx of permeating dishonesty, whether natural 
for him or acquired on Wall Street, sfee not normal p rod , pr e e ^professionaj qualification^ 

£7l\ A aa &\ 


for his book writ ingjOT the work that led to it. He entered the field ignorant ^nhic t i Is 
preferable to how Jie ,aa when ho wrote his book, his jgnnr..ncp> enanving nry 

# 
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* \ 

That was better and less dishonest than he was when ho wrote the book in not much more 
than a year from when he started. But by the time he wrote the book he was largely still 
ignotant of the basic and estbalished official fact of the assassination, Hi3 quest was 


nsxx never for fact of the assassination, lie sought only what he could use of* misuse 
to denigrate all others wefthat he could distort into seeming to support the official 

^ jj . . 

story or tliat he could pretend wlfen it did no such tiling. 





t> K hgi t ha-n a t id-ge r liu, lav oi. Ligating mid Hi 


I'At&r 

W ' 

Lli air a year . To make a serious claim that in so short a period of time, with so much 

mei^] 


to -abeer absorb and master, 


he could becomeTprofessioiial and 


authentically expert -q-* and have the knowledge required for any honest version of what 

is more tter sol- 

eon buff omM 

Getting back to that(footftote, which he begins with the inevitable lying when 

Ax^sJUUk rCT >1 rvcl ^ fo? *' 

he por e oo " persists in Yoll those who did not agree with the^ofifical solution $£ believing, 

e y //(«{- 

sayiftfTand do^Tthe same tiling ahiut everything, M says- 11 the buffs usually encouraged 
Garrison* n proclivity to widen /liis conspiracy charges/ 1 When I was present this as True 
of almost none of them If after all his alleged work Posner believed garrison had to * 
be encouraged, he really never got to understand that strange man. and I never did that 
or any tiling like it f although throughout he lias included me in those "buffs*" 

He then get Is into what he knew correctly but either did not like the truth or was 
jjjpt sloppy and careless qitli it. H© begins with a "they," plural, referring to "buffs" 
when he is talking of me alone, ?xr The rest of that footnote :is: "A 'j one Hiccpc point in 
the investigation he had a warrant drafted fpr thc^erreei/of Robert ^errin, who sup- 
posedly cd/d testify about 2 ^ Ruby's gunsmuggling activities to (sic) Cuba. The night 
before ho made fogfafr the arrest notice public, Weisberg proved to him that Perrin had 
died in 1962." 

In this Posner's like the -okaa character in the old TV show, ,f Will the Real (person) 

S-^nd Up?" Even for the Posner self-reflected an^ elf -described in this book, that is 

the apotheosis of wo^se than inacca inaccuracy - and it is "555“ inaccurate on each and 

every poiint. Ab 3 oitn^)erfecti.ion in inaccuracy is not anoasy accomplishment, but in tliis 

Posner displays real professional wtr credentials. 

Even more of a seK'. T ^ndictment is it that the truthful account was an ever so 

Pryp^^Mt* bsl/h /wt Mrmu- • 

much better ^arrio^h stbry than the o{/e te -m ad e-up. bo thought trwMfro--teuth 

was^morirTavorable'-te me-ynat he wantei-to admit. 

It was not "at one point in the investigat ion," i fr\t 


ve been arrison' s 


Kv^rvr~yr.r:: iur? • "• >: • ~ •?, • rs xv'zr 
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commoeisoratuon of tlw fifth assassination anj'd.vcrsary. ^ven that Posner learned from 

me, its only source save ono-Oliver Stone, and Posner did not interview s tone!c 'Jby when 

h&vdnt af t r Stone, toe/ ^e-lfiuffed thiB one *c sue* imagine M unleos it is the normal 

.JUo / ^ 

murk of his mind when t-'uthjj raises its head in P©saer*3 face. 

We 1 1 ere talking about Stone and his movie JFK. I told P 0 sner that although I believed 

/H-rW 

that he Hire all others s havo aarrigAt to write vflwtaror they please, nee of us hs has 

C ;i/W C* 0 /M-ni OUitA-'ui .Vi^ n uJj site 

the right”io present fiction as nonpfictionJy 'tiiat i/as the only consideration that led to 

a#, first writhe Stono and then^ starting ttw exposure of his movietone did say he would 

record their history for the people and tell them who killed their ^resident, why and how* 

Tales© are his exact words and while from tine W time after his exposure he modified them, 

ho never did, ns some of those associate d with him believe, ever abandon them* 

wrote him at 3 on e loL-tk ^ffbout four thaousan fl wnrda. 

After I road Stone's stateness on this I'Jtotelii at sche length^because he also 

said he was going to do that based on Garrison 3 book, Sn the Trail of the Assassins . 

O 

I told Stone that I was there, that the tmiltf of the assassins is the one trail Gar- 
rison never tool:, and I gave him some illustrations. I also attached some documentary 
proof and offered more if he'/^nted it and to answer all questions he might ask* When 
Stone did not /v6s pond - and that was several months before he stamped shooting - and I was 
given a ewe scitpt that Stone himself liad givery&my , I gave the script and my files on 
what Posner makes virtually tmcrecognjT'zablo in his completely "inaeer inaccurate verdion 
in that foonotd* 


What had actually happened is that just as I as about to leave New Orleans 
in early November, 1968, I learned of Garrison 1 s coming "commemoration^ of that fifth 
anniversary* I spoko to Andrew Sciambrafc known as "Iloo," the junior staff lawyer but the 
one who spent most time with garrison, not without cost to Iris personal life, and to Louis 
Ivon* ^ Ivjlon Posner has but a single jef erence in this shabby piece of work so extolled 
by those personages of big names whosc/fcrust was * 1 imposed upon. On Page 34 Posner says, 
"Louis Ivon [another Garrison staff investigator] * * * " e rest of this sentence lacks 
any credibility at alllj no b doubt the reason Posner liked is eft? much but it libels 
Ivon and does not relate to that footnote.) 

IioU/her is this ^pro-eminent of subj~ect mavens, Posner, and he is that ignorant 




It 


, A 


of Grrison, his "probe 11 that Posner lias set out to describe to his truting readers, 
his- s taff -ft — rpit: nnd \ihn±-Mn&v TTll ilkAd-- 

i 

although Posner has at leqst least two steers as Giarrson's "cagchief .investdy- . y 
gator on liis jj&JPK assassinatuon fiasco, in fact" th^re wa^Snlj onor, XKX. Save for -mo 

private fundi tilfo 


tliree tliat garrison hired and paid from 




on Ilark Lane's encouragement, one by Garrison over vigorlys staff objections, his 

* 

entire official investigated staff was composed entirely of New Orleans Police Department 
jgfc detectives detailed to the District ^>ry4ttorney's office by the ^Qity of New °r leans 
to bo his investigators, , Of them, Ivin, then sergertnt^was thefehief investi- 

gator. 

Still again, the most thoroughgoing ignorance of fact is Posner's only real quali- 
fication for thi3 wrfftng. n e neitlier knew nor\aNted to know the truth and he thus could 
not <fwrite it, 

From Ivon and Sciambra I learned that Garison had had an even more grandiose 

tozfc commemoration in mind,but his staff, Jim Alcock, who was a ju*/ge the last 

time I saw him and is now in private practise outsipd of ^ew Orleans, talked him out of 

oa) fH 

all but two of the "Grassy Knoll "assassins he was going toe K^rgh^T assassins, I saw 

plater/ 

iirffl©4iatl immediately how I could handle the other one, and with easy(f did, but from 
what.TT knew about Perrin, that would be a tough one to handle in a way tliat was not impos- 
sible for ^arvison to live with. 

When Ivon and Sciambra asked me tcjybturn and see if I could prevent the utter 

inasanity on which U arr json was engqftged I agree t O and did, 

Robert Lee Perrin had taken arsenic in Nevjbrleans atoa in 1902, about fifteen 

months before the assassination, garrison as g^ing to charge him as an actual assassin, 

I knew what garrison V'liad"^and as working on from records Ivon got for me ^end 6e said 

lie wSuld have his police investigators do what investigation Inquired. jJjC did, they 

>A in^T/Vvn /n kand do cumented ^ 

gpt the documentary pro5f I u an Led and after two weeks I wrote a] lon£/ memo 

on it. 

Gar ison had made up tho stofy that those long-planning assassins of that vast 
conspiracy had, with not inconsiderable foresight, q rr;j£2ged a cover for Perrin by 




& 


replacing Perrin s body with that of an unknown Venezuelan seaman who was (buried in 
Perrinss place. jpT Garrison’s rather imaginative script Perrin y^f signed suicide^fe 

continued to live and thrive/ as a pulp writer under the bame of "sjfarr." % the time I 
put it all together in that report^ a copy of which I offered Posner, along with the 
documents, and ho declined^ I gave it to Sciambra on a Saturday night .He suggested 
that is^meet arly tlieT neitj Sunday morning at the aS^^office, where he coiild find me rapidly 
and where I could work fohilo he and another did the bearding, and I did that. Three or 
four hour later Sciambra phoned me to tell me it was done and to aslant me to his dirouse 
home for what he did not exaggerate in tolling me would be the finest ^talipn meal I'd 
ever had. 

There is much more but it is tfo t necessary here. 

T3iat sick invention had n^oliing to do wity Ai uby or any of his alleged! 11 gun smiling 
into 0y4a, Posner's own/£> fiction,, "no "arrant^ had been\^drafted ,, f Xt was not at 


night and quite obviously no "arrest" of Perrin was possible without digging him out 
"(si v , * 

of his grave. ^ {jjic s , 

obviously, "the buffs^had notliing at all to do with anythinjj^L 


Tliis is not only the real ^arrison-it is the real Posner. 
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, Posner 

"*this ^sfinsr arocfcfclxg rewriting of Garrison's and ^tone's history and what 
both knew they l^bre d&ing in Stone's iaovi^. when both knew it was not the truth 
°tone liad pledged to the many people who trusted him lacks fidelity not because I did not 


tell teu the whole story jfiat to me remains embarrassing because it reminds me of my own 

A (p 

bad judgement in believing Garrison when he explained his excesses in those many pub- 
lic statements to me as his "fighting fire v/ith fire," ^e claimed it was to counteract 
federal intervention most of which he attributed the the CIA. and the FBI, SrMjwf 
I also told Posner that bofft5<^ then I had decided that it was necessary for the 
trial to proceded, that there should be a determination of fact in court# 

He knew, too, the time of this incredible insanity I prevented, that it wa 3 in 
early November, 1968# 

Yet having notliing concrete or factual he could use to defame me, as though that 
somehow elevated him, he lies about me in the previously quoted footnote on Page 433# 


There lie says that it was not until "Whe// Garrison's investigation ended ig- 

noniniourly everal years later j[that ,, some ,, ofTl/i»GGariison'3 " supporters ^'backed away from 

him. Some, like Harold Weisberg and Edward Epstci^ even condemned hiip." 

With me Posner knew that was not "several years later" at all# 

Epstein was never a Garrison "supporter" as Posner had to know if he pe rsonally 

read Epstein's Counterplot # which Posner cites in his notes and lists in hi3 biblio- 

_ — 

graphy# His gross error v/ith Epstein i3 one of the u A innumerable indications that 
Posner drew upon sources he keeps secret, sources that had as little concern for truth, 
accuracy or fairness as Posner himself# t*(rK fl* ) 


Epstein was always and publicly opposed to arris on# Counterplot the booky/as a A' 


late..* enlargement ‘ Crf^very long Hew Yorker artiile that was published the early summer 

<F 

of 1968 , hardly as Posner lies about with me, "several years later," the lie he addresses 
to Epsetin also# 

JHJliat is realljr incomprehensible^ especially in this Garrison chapter," Black is 
White, and White is Black," (£ages 423-52) is that an experienced writer, self-styled 
investigator and alwaytf lawyer, albeit a "Wall Street lawyer," could make as many 
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* i 

That scorned credible because those agencies had intruded in to my life and that 
of others • 




U2 


mistakes about what was so well and so publicly known. Garrison, as too many of us, me 
inclj!ded,^lxa3nimS" recognised only to late, was a nonstop liar, like P 0 sner himself. 


In even the most minor details sk/Posnor's account of how news of Garrisorus probe 

broke, he lias dottle errors. Posner^suLso know tv £ the truth, does not tell the truth 

o 

about what got G arrison started on his "probe" that became public Friday, February 17, 
*two newspaper . 

1967* Excerpts from new&papra^ account are published on the back cover of my Photo- 

gr i 

feauhic WMtev:ash . which Posner has. The Washington Post story reproduced in facsimile 
there begins: 


°We«m 



»Uh," ’* p»Jr^ J ^ Whne ’ 

- jfl Under the headline , "Mystery of Kennedy Inquiry Cleared Up" The ^ yimesof L^M NCS 
^C=7en^Eton kondon report, also in facsimile at fho same place, begins: 

P On* 

mystifying investigation of th<' 

Kennedy assassination hbw being,' 
conducted by Mt/Jim GAtrison»i; 
the ' Attorney General i bf 
Orleans, has been cleared Up» The 
source of much Of his Informifidh*. 
is Mh Harold Wdsbdtgi the author*: 
of • Whitewash 11} Ripori^ohAihf 


Ol 1 fr n tic tv mo n , ixcfnjrijf'Urif. 

Witrten ContrtilssloHi 

This i3 not a matten^of claiming credit, ffei Claiming credit for Garrison is like 

claiming credit for inventing AIDS. Nobody can really claim credit for what strange 

this /rn&yt u _ 

tilings that strange man said and did. It is a matter of Posner^ a^This wilting, of 


whether he can be/ieved about anything he says. Tliere i 3 much more on this one point 
but is i3 not necessary after tliis reflection of/Tfie nan and of liis book. 




What also is incomprehensible is that when the truth makes an eveg 7 st ran ge case 

u 

against am-ison and his lack of concern for anytliing at all, deluding retribution, 
Poaner sliuns truth. '-'Even when lie knews the truth because he is a lawyer. 
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Because ho ij» a lawyer Posner knows also that he lied in saying of Garrison s 

innumerable wiil-4 public statements and accusations, that "a courtroom protected him 

( pc^Jt t 3fe) 

from libel for anytliing he arid."f r fliere is p rotectio n only for what t ranspi res Jji 
the courtroom/ (^oge <152 ) 

— ' taxJ QuO+l 

Whether from igA»or nce,oap?lessness or vfinality, Posner persists int minor errors 
throughout liis attack on '■'arrison and those lie could attack by attacking Garrison. It 

j 

is ^either possible nor necessary to address fSL aliof them*' But I do note that when 
ftfenev gets to tellingj. his readers how new 5 of the Garrisox^probe" broke he has 
no source and jjhas that twisted* r i’hi3 also indicates that he did not do bis o\m res- 
earch and did depend on those not interested in truth and who had their own o xeo t o 
gsaad* For themes for Posner the grim Hew Orleans truth is not enough* 



rf 


When ea lie is tlu.3 clinptov* alone, the Gnrrinon chapter where lie had the riclieot mate ia" 
\lhli^ie^is*a H tills grossly ignorant , tliis professionajjj^ferty in his writing, this 


unconcerned about all those t'ing3 necessary to and typical of good and honest non- 
fiction writing, does he not himself moke it plain that noticing he says can be taken on 



liis word ilnu and that confirmed, cannot^ifely n boo b ee be accepted with normal 
standards of confirmation^ -bid /d4W/\ <C 

/fluid, save tliat he is a vi pefl7 how petty it all is, all his exaggerations, con- 

trivia and iaTO.tiono.cW *M. fluP* ^ ' 

If Posner had not begun with his .obviously corrupt and dishonest purpose and if 
lie liad done all of Ms own work not have been as careless, as inaccurate 

and as overt in bin demonstration of lii3 ignoraco of the basic , established fact as 
he reflects in tliis chapter as well as thorughout liis entire book# 


Uhy did so experienced a writer who is also a lwyer lawyer dofc wliat Posner did? 

The most obvious explarujfiovi iu tliat ho g-o began V it V bjeotives "/A at inclu/e.^*' 

-nej^lng liimself out to be what ho is not and was not when lie completed his travesty 

of a book, a real, authentic expert on the JFK assassination and its investigations. 

Knowing tliis npt to be fepufch "true, he then undertook to diminish all others ho regarded as 

liis cti. ipetitors , however he did it and whatever liis dishonest means. 

In tliis, of course, he was also joying the CIA. back for those great and unpre- 

ccdontod favors % did thej*/^cat and unprecedented even if there were, as there is 

( ppL v % _ cUteJvift 

reason to believe, they-Wre greats* favor s^B3SPtlu3t Posner ^eporj#. 
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